
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PUBLIC HEQLRING -- March 23, 1966 

Appeal No. 8633 David Me and Marjorie A. Ransom, appel lants  

The Zoning Administrator of t h e  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appel lee  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously car r ied ,  t h e  following 
Order was entered  a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on March 30, 1966. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER: May 19, 1966 
ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal f o r  a var iance  from t h e  requirements of Sect ion 
7201.3 t o  permit waiver of one o f f - s t r ee t  parking space required by 
enlargement of building i n t o  th ree  u n i t s  a t  2308 - 19th S t r e e t ,  N.W., 
l o t  130, square 2539, be granted.  

From t h e  record and t h e  evidence adduced a t  t h e  publ ic  hearing, 
t h e  Board f i n d s  t h e  following fac ts :  

(1) Appellantst  property is  improved with a t h r e e  s t o r y  dwelling 
containing a f u l l  basement, 

(2) The building now has an apartment on the  f i r s t  f l o o r  and 
another on t h e  second and t h i r d  f loors .  

(3) Sect ion 7201.3 provides t h a t  when the  i n t e n s i t y  of use of a 
s t r u c t u r e  is  increased by t h e  add i t ion  of dwelling u n i t s  parking spaces 
s h a l l  be provided f o r  such addit ion.  

(4) Appellants  s t a t e  t h a t  it is  physica l ly  impossible f o r  t h e  
owner t o  provide o f f - s t r ee t  parking anywhere on the l o t  s i n c e  access t o  
the  property i s  blocked off  except t o  t h e  f ront .  

(5) Kalorama Park is d i r e c t l y  across  from t h e  property. 

(6) Appellants a r e  members of the  Foreign Service and w i l l  f requent ly  
be away on duty, but p lan  t o  re-occupy t h e  premises a t  s t a t e d  in te rva l s .  
The a c t u a l  occupancy of t h e  premises f o r  a grea t  period of t i m e  w i l l  be 
l imi ted  t o  two un i t s .  

(7) No opposi t ion was r e g i s t e r e d  a t  t h e  publ ic  hearing t o  t h e  grant- 
ing of t h i s  appeal. 
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OPINION : 

We a r e  of t h e  opinion t h a t  a p p e l l a n t s  have proved a hardship  wi th in  
t h e  meaning of t h e  va r i ance  c l ause  of t h e  Zoning Regulat ions,  and t h a t  a 
d e n i a l  of t h e  reques ted  r e l i e f  w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  p e c u l i a r  and except iona l  
p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  and undue hardship upon t h e  owner. 

W e  a r e  f u r t h e r  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t h i s  r e l i e f  can be granted  without  
s u b s t a n t i a l  detr iment  t o  t h e  p u b l i c  good and without  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  impair- 
i ng  t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose and i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  zone p l an  a s  embodied i n  
t h e  Zoning Regulat ions and Map. 


